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DOCKET FflE COpy ORIGINAL

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554

)
)

BEFORE THE RECEIVED
~ehera! QIomttUtntcations QIommission ~EP 2 0 1993

F~RAL ccw"MUN,

OFFK;f OF :=e'~~1SSIc»4

CC Docket No.-!3-121 /
In the Matter of
800 Data Base Access Tariffs

To: The Secretary

DIRECT CASE 01' ROSEVILLE TBLBPBONll: COMPANY

Roseville Telephone Company ("Roseville"), by its attorneys,

hereby submits its Direct Case in response to the Commission's

Order Designating Issues for Investigation in the 800 Data Base

Access Tariff proceeding (CC Docket No. 93-129), DA 93-930,

released July 19, 1993 (the "Designation Order"). In that Order,

the Commission designated issues to investigate the tariff filings

made by numerous LECs introducing a new rate structure for 800 Data

Base Query Service ("800 DBQS"). As shown herein, Roseville's

rates for 800 DBQS reflect its estimated costs for the provision of

that service and accordingly, the Commission should approve its 800

DBQS Tariff.

I. Introduction

In Transmittal No. 25, filed on March 5, 1993, with an

effective date of May 1, 1993, Roseville revised its tariff F.C.C.

No.1 to add 800 DBQS. That revision (hereinafter the "800 DBQS

Tariff") was made pursuant to the Commission's 800 Data Base Rate

Structure Order, CC Docket No. 86-10, FCC 93-53 (released January

29, 1993) (the "800 DBQS Order"). Roseville's provision of 800

DBQS requires it to utilize the services of Intelligent Network
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Services, Inc. ("INS"), a subsidiary of General Telephone ("GTE").

Through use of an STP hub, Roseville is connected to GTE's 800 data

base, and Roseville's proposed charges for 800 DBQS, and the cost­

support for those charges, were based in part on the charges

proposed by INS for its connection of Roseville to the GTE data

base.

Subsequent to Roseville's filing of its 800 DBQS Tariff, INS

informed Roseville that it was reducing the per-query charge that

it would assess on Roseville. Pursuant to the Order of the Chief of

the Common Carrier Bureau (DA 93-491, released April 28, 1993), in

Transmittal No. 29, filed on May 10, 1993, Roseville revised its

rates for 800 DBQS to reflect the flow-through in reductions in the ~

rates charged to Roseville by its query service provider. In

addition, that filing modified the Cost Support for Roseville's 800

DBQS.

In the Designation Order, the Chief of the Common Carrier

Bureau identified various issues for investigation ("Issues")

affecting both price-cap and rate-of-return regulated LECs.

Separate Appendices were attached to assist the Bureau staff in

investigating individual carriers under the differing forms of

regulation. Roseville was cited in Appendix B to respond to

eleven specific rate-of-return questions contained therein, and its

responses are stated in Part II below. In addition, Roseville also

comments on Issues stated in Part II of the Designation Order

(specifically, Roseville addresses the first subissue of Issue 5 in

its Response 7 and the second subissue of Issue 5 in its Response
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3). Lastly, Roseville also provides the spreadsheet (Attachments

1 and 2) required by the Commission in Appendix B.

II. Information Provided Pursuant to Appendix B

Question 1.

Response 1.

Question 2.

Response 2.

Question 3.

Response 3.

For 800 data base service, provide the demand level
used in your cost calculations.

Roseville used a fourteen-month estimate of
14,350,135 completed queries (for the period May 1,
1993 through June 30, 1994) in its cost
calculations. This was developed based on
historical data from the period January 1991 to
February 1993.

If in calculating your costs, you lowered your
demand estimate to compensate for unbillable
queries, thereby increasing costs, provide the
percent by which you lowered demand.

Roseville reduced the demand used for costing by
five percent from 14,350,135 to 13,632,628 to
compensate for unbillable queries. The latter
number was used by Roseville in its ratemaking
calculations.

Explain and justify your rationale for the factor
used to decrease demand for your ratemaking
calculations.

Roseville may be charged for queries made to its
Service Control Point ("SCp ll

) provider which may
not be identified with any Interexchange Carrier
(" IXC") for billing purposes for a number of
reasons including:

1) The end user may dial an 800 number that is no
longer in service;

2) The end user may misdial an 800 number with
the result that no IXC is identifiable for the
number dialed;

3) The end user may be originating an 800 call
from an area not authorized for service by the
800 customer.

Roseville therefore decreased its ratemaking demand
by the conservative percentage of five percent to
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recoup from all IXCs the charges relating
queries not identifiable to any specific IXC.

to

Quest.ion 4.

Response 4 .

Quest.ion 5.

Response 5.

Quest.ion 6.

Response 6.

Quest.ion 7.

Response 7.

Quest.ion 8.

Response 8.

Provide t.he name of t.he SCP provider for your query
service.

Roseville's SCP provider is GTE Intelligent Network
Services, Inc.

Provide t.he per query rat.e on which your rates were
based.

Roseville based its rates on a per-access charge of
$0.005 and a per-query charge of $0.0054.

Did your SCP provider(s) revise rates since your
original rate calculations?

Roseville's SCP provider revised both its access
and query rates since Roseville completed the rate
calculations for its March 5, 1993 filing.

If your SCP provider(s) revised rates, have you
revised your rates to reflect the change in your
costs?

Roseville's May 10, 1993 filing reflected a
decrease in its query rate as a result of the SCP
provider's revised query rates. The rates
currently approved for Roseville are based on this
revision which incorporates the prevailing SCP
charges levied by its provider.

Future changes to SCP charges will be reflected in
the cost-based rates in Roseville's regular annual
filing. Roseville files its interstate access
rates annually, except in the case of an FCC­
ordered supplement or as a mid-course correction to
reflect dramatic changes to Roseville's costs or
demand. Since 800 Data Base revenue requirement is
a small piece of Roseville's total Interstate
revenue requirement, any change in SCP provider
charges would not be considered drastic enough to
warrant Roseville's revision of its access rates at
other than the regular annual filing period.

If you use t.wo or more SCP providers and develop a
composite query cost, explain how the composite is
calculat.ed for inclusion in your rates.

Roseville uses one provider for SCP services.

4



Qu.stion 9.

Response 9.

Qu••tion 10.

Response 10.

Qu.stion 11.

Response 11.

If you us. a transport provider, provide the name
and per query rat. a••••••d by that provider.

Roseville is billed on a non-usage-based flat rate
basis by both AT&T and MCI for the links with its
SCP provider. Roseville's estimates for link costs
are shown in Attachment 3.

Provide worksh••t. showing all r.l.vant data and
calculations.

Attachment 3 shows the relevant data and
calculations that support Attachments 1 and 2.

Include and justify any other costs incurred to
provide 800 service.

Roseville included no costs other than those listed
in the spreadsheet in its ratemaking calculations
for 800 Database queries.

III. Conclusion

Roseville has shown that its rates for 800 DBQS reflect its

estimated costs for the provision of that service, including

charges from its SCP provider and transport provider. Roseville's

800 DBQS rates are just and reasonable, and accordingly, the

Commission should approve its 800 DBQS Tariff.

Respectfully SUbmitted,

By~(J~~N~E:.aC<.°It::tP~AN_Y _

~rutsas
Paul J. Feldman

Its Attorneys
FLETCHER, HEALD & HILDRETH
11th Floor
1300 North Seventeenth Street
Rosslyn, VA 22209
703/812-0400

September 20, 1993
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INFORMATION REQUEST FOR 100 DATABASE SERVICE COSTS

poNMLKJHGFEocBA.. - - " ¥ " - - .. -GenenIl Other 1nlr8bldg
PurpoIe AnIIIog Digital RIIdio CirCuIt TenninlII AerilII lJndergrolnl BurtId Nelwork AerilII COnduit

Land BuildiIvl CorI1pI.Ws 9Mlching SwItchlng Sy8tem Equipmert Equipment Poles C8bIe ClIbIe ClIbIe ClIbIe wn ~ TIUI
Ac:ct 2111 Ac:ct 2121 Acd. 2124 Acct 2211 Ac:ct 2212 Ac:ct 2231 Acd.2232 Acd.2362 Acd. 2411 Acct 2421 Acd.2422 Acd.2423 Acd. 20C30 Acd.2431 Acd. 2441

STPISCP .......... UIlIl
IUnlI~ I NONE I NONE I NONE I NONE I 0 I NONE 1 NONE I NONE I NONE I NONE I lijf.£ I NONE I NONE I NONE I NONE I 01

Unleo.ts
NONE NONE NONE NONE 0 NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE 0

NetRelum NONE NONE NONE NONE 0 NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE • 0
FedenI/ Income Tax NONE NONE NONE S 0 NONE NONE NONE NONE 11K: NONE NONE NONE

,stlIte &LOC8llnc:ome Tax S 0 NONE NONE NONE NONE Nt: NONE

~i
MaintenMoe 0 IF NONE NONE NONE

~
NONE a 33,«19 :ji 1=

i-f-- r- - 33.«1i-f-- r- -·umer 81( NONE NONE 0 f-- r- '-- "-
Other DiNe:t ElcDense NONE NONE NONE b 223,124 NONE 223,1 4

I-- r- -
Loedinaa NONE NONE NONE NONE 0 NONE NONE NONE NONE

Total 0 0 0 0 256.593 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2:le.llII

LoQIS~ano Slgnelllng Unk
'unillrwestment I NONE I NONE I NONE I NONE I NONE I NONE I NONE ,- ~ , NONE I NONE /- NONE / NONE I -~NONE T NONE I 0/

Unit Costs
NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE ~ NONE NONE NONE NONE

~
NONE NONE 0

NetRelum NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE
I--

NONE
FedelaIlnc:ome 1IX NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE
Stale & LOC8llncome Tax NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE - NONE
Maintenance NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE
AdministnItlon NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE S NONE NONE
OtherTlIX NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE 11K: ;.--,omer DiNe:t ElcDense NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE ;.-I--
Overhud L08IC:linaS NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE
Total 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Tandem SWItch
Iunill~ I NONE I NONE I NONE I NONE I NONE I NONE I NONE 1 NONE I NONE 1 N<'lII£T ~ 1 NONE 1 NOOE I~ J NONE I 01

unilCoets
NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE 0

NetRelum NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE "NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE__NONE 0
FedenI/ Income Tax NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE ~ NONE NONE NONE 0
state & LOC8Ilncome Tax NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NOlI£ NONE NONE

;.-- 0
M~ NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE

"- - ;.-- 0
Adminilltrallon NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE Nl'lNI'= NONE NONE NONE NONE

,...- - ;..-- 0
Other Tax NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE"- -NONE'---NONE 0
Other DiI'8ct ExDense NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE 0
Overhud LOIIdinos NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE 0
Tolal 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

SSP
IUnit IIMlIlIment I NONE I NONE I NONE I NONE I NONE I NONE I NONE , NONE I NONE I NONE I NONE' I NONE I NONE I NONE 1 NONE I 01

unileo.ts

~Eii B=EINONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE ~ NONE NONE 0
Net RelII'n NONE NONE ~ NONE /iDE NONE fiiOfE. S 0

IFederal ncome Tax NONE NONE ~ NONE NONE IIIl"lfII; NONE 0
Sl8te & LOC8llnc:ome Tax NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE 0
Mlliinlenanoe NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE 0
Adrniniltrlllion NONE NONE if NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE

I
NONE NONE NONE NONE 0

IOther TlIX NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE IIlnM= fiiOfE.' NONE NONE NONE NONE II 0
Other NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE ~ == NONE NCIIIF NONE NONE NONE 0

lolIdinaa NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE IIIClM= NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE 0
Total 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Note a: Amount rellelD 15.. ~ ""._ " to *OUP Part 3e CulItomer and ~(e.a. ,~ and oolIectIon. aener8I~ 0llIlIIlU&en and~).

i
[

Note b: Amount includeS $149.241 ~ charge$ for queriell booked in Part 36.321 category "central0IlI0e~"and $ 73,883 accounted for In Part 36.373 "CuIfIllmefOperatlolw~, 8eMoeI".
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INFORMATION REQUEST FOR 800 DATABASE SERVICE COSTS

ocBA.. - - - - - .. . .. - _. .. -
~ Other InInIbIdg
PurpoIe ArllIIog 0igiaI Radio CIrcUit TenninII AerIeI lk1dIItground BuriId Network AerIeI Conduit

IA1d ~ Coqlutera Swltohing Swilchlng System Equipment Equipmelt Pula cable c.ble C8ble c.ble wn SyIIiIma TolIiI
Accl2111 Acd2121 Acd2124 Accl2211 Acd2212 Acd2231 Accl2232 Acct2362 Accl2411 Acct 2421 Accl2422 Accl2423 Accl2430 Accl2431 Accl2441

H. JurI!IdIct!onI! "Pln!lons

IMethod Of AI!lgnment I NlA I NlA I NlA I NlA IEng.~A I NlA~A -1 -~A-I ---,;uA-U\-NlA I ~ J IillA -1 ~ - 1 f\UA -I ~

LOC8I'~loMI'TP LJnIl
Total IIMllItment

~ ~ iicUI COIIIIleIlY NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE
SUIJiect to NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE

~ISt8te lJlll) DIIIabelIe NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE
St8te Other NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE
Interst8Ie 800 Datablls NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE
Interstate Other NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NC

IMethod rI AI!lgnment I NlA I NlA I NlA I NJA I NlA =r= NlA I NlA I NlA J- NlA I NlA I~ I ---,;jJA J~ - I f'I.IA -I /t1A~ ~

Tandem IwIldI
TotaIlrMStmenl = ,..-f- ~

otaf ComDIIny NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE S ~
SUbject to NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NC NONE

'-- i-f- ;.....
r-- i-f- ;.....

Slate 800 DllhIll8ee NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE
State Other NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NC NONE NONE NONE

- f- ;.....

IntetSlate 800 Datablls NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE - f-
NONE

'--

Interstate Other NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE

IMethod rI Assignment I NlA I NJA I NlA I NJA I NlA I NlA - I NlA I NJA I NJA I NlA I-~ C ~-~I - NlA I NlA I~

SSP
Totalll1llelltment .--'- ~

Total ComDItny NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE

ISubject to 5eperalion NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE
;-f- ;.....

State BOO Database NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE
;.-'-- ;- '- ;-

State Other NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE
;.-i--

Interstate BOO Datablls NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE
Interstate Other NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE NONE

fMethod rIAssignment I NlA I NlA I NlA I NJA I NJA I NlA I NJA I NlA I NlA I NlA 1-wA CIillA -r=N1A I NJA =r NlA I NlA I

IH. Demand c:J
State
SbIte
Intelllllle
InteIwtIIIe Other
UnbllIabIiCluerv Factor

'12,031.107
~
14.350:'[
l747.ll!l8

~.cm.

ir...
N



't

Ro.evill. Telephone CQllPany

Dev.lo~ht of Dat.a 81.•• OUery Coat.

Stat. Interetat. total

••• other ••• Other ••• other

Source Service service Tot.l Service service Total Service Service Total

Service Control Point Coat.

I
1 Queri•• Co. Itecorda 12031107 14.64121 13.'513'- If350U~ ]7,71)5. 16Dtll'3 2631124.2 3211715 2,5n027

2 Itebtive "uQle by Cat.eCJori•• 1t.0Ot n.Do' 100.00\ ".OOt 11.00t 100.00\ ".OOt n.on lOD.ODt

3 Percent. Juriadlctionalized 0.60' n.60\ 45.'0' 54.40\ 54 ••0, S4.40t 100.00' 100.001 100.00t

• SCP rer Acce.. Cbarve Contract D.DDSO 0.0050 0.0050 0.0050

S sa 'er Q\Jery Char.e C01ltract 0.0054 0.0455 a.oD54 0.0455

• AcCes. Charp (Ll ... 1,.1) iO.U' .,,324 61."0 11.751 '.135 10,'" 131,901 16,05' 141,'"

7 Query Charp (LI * Ut M.'" "."5 131.613 11,491 ".t,l lU.tl2 IU.U' 146.13' ZII,59"

--------- --------- --------- --------- --------- --------- --------- --------- ---------

• TDtal set Cbar,•• (L6 + L7) 125.1240 73. '" UI.OU 149.242 ".ZZ6 237.40" nt.3" 162.195 "6.$61

Tran.-i..ion Link Coat.

• Monthly Bill C aultipliad by fourtun-lMmtb atucty period) 15"00

1 Link Coat. Allocated. to Catecjori•• eL' • L2 ,. L3) ,n31.1I 1654.416 "515.6 13..2 ••2 9131.". '3tH.f 135'14 16716 152600• t
\H
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